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Office Action Summary 



Application No. 

10/615,981 



Examiner 

Jil! E. Culler 



Applicant(s) 



MAYER ET AL 



Art Unit 

2854 



The MAILING DA TE of this communication appears on the cover sheet with the correspondence address - 
Period for Reply 

A SHORTENED STATUTORY PERIOD FOR REPLY IS SET TO EXPIRE 3 MONTH(S) FROM 
THE MAILING DATE OF THIS COMMUNICATION. 

- Extensions of time may be available under the provisions of 37 CFR 1.136(a). In no event, however, may a reply be timely filed 
after SIX (6) MONTHS from the mailing date of this communication. 

- If the period for reply specified above is less than thirty (30) days, a reply within the statutory minimum of thirty (30) days will be considered timely. 

- If NO period for reply is specified above, the maximum statutory period will apply and will expire SIX (6) MONTHS from the mailing date of this communication. 

- Failure to reply within the set or extended period for reply will, by statute, cause the application to become ABANDONED (35 U.S.C. § 1 33). 
Any reply received by the Office later than three months after the mailing date of this communication, even if timely filed, may reduce any 
earned patent term adjustment. See 37 CFR 1 .704(b). 

Status 



1 )Eg Responsive to communication(s) filed on 10 July 2003 . 
2a)D This action is FINAL. 2b)E3 This action is non-final. 

3)Q Since this application is in condition for allowance except for formal matters, prosecution as to the merits is 
closed in accordance with the practice under Ex parte Quayle, 1935 CD. 1 1 , 453 O.G. 213. 



Disposition of Claims 

4) ^ Claim(s) 1-41 is/are pending in the application. 

4a) Of the above claim(s) 

5) D Claim(s)_ is/are allowed. 



s/are withdrawn from consideration. 



6) (EI Ciaim(s) Ml is/are rejected. 

7) D Claim(s) __ _ is/are objected to. 

8) Q Claim(s) ■ are subject to restriction and/or election requirement. 

i 

Application Papers 

9) [3 The specification is objected to by the Examiner. 

■ 10)[3 The drawing(s) filed on 05 December 2003 is/are: a)Q accepted or b)[X] objected to by the Examiner. 
Applicant may not request that any objection to the drawing(s) be held in abeyance. See 37 CFR 1 .85(a). 
Replacement drawing sheet(s) including the correction is required if the drawing(s) is objected to. See 37 CFR 1 .121 (d). 
1 1)0 The oath or declaration is objected to by the Examiner. Note the attached Office Action or form PTO-152. 

Priority under 35 U.S.C. § 119 



12)E3 Acknowledgment is made of a claim for foreign priority under 35 U.S.C. § 1 19(a)-(d) or (f). 
a)D AM b)D Some * c)|EI None of: 

1 .£3 Certified copies of the priority documents have been received. 

2.Q Certified copies of the priority documents have been received in Application No. 



3.Q Copies of the certified copies of the priority documents have been received in this National Stage 
application from the International Bureau (PCT Rule 17.2(a)). 
* See the attached detailed Office action for a list of the certified copjes not received. 



Attachment(s) 

3 Notice of References Cited (PTO-892) 

Notice of Draftsperson's Patent Drawing Review (PTO-948) 

Information Disclosure Statement(s) (PTO-1449 or PTO/SB/08) 
Paper No(s)/Mail Date 



1) 
2) 
3) 



4) [U Interview Summary (PTO-413) 
Paper No(s)/Mail Date. . 



5) 
6) 



Notice of Informal Patent Application (PTO-152) 
Other: 



U.S. Patent and Trademark Office 
PTOL-326 (Rev. 1-04) 



Office Action Summary 



Part of Paper No./Mail Date 20040513 



Application/Control Number: 10/615,981 Page 2 

Art Unit: 2854 

DETAILED ACTION 

Information Disclosure Statement 

1 . The listing of references in the specification is not a proper information disclosure 
statement. 37 CFR 1 .98(b) requires a list of all patents, publications, or other 
information submitted for consideration by the Office, and MPEP § 609 A(1) states, "the 

• list may not be incorporated into the specification but must be submitted in a separate 
paper." Therefore, unless the references have been cited by the examiner on form 
PTO-892, they have not been considered. 

Drawings 

2. The drawings are objected to as failing to comply with 37 CFR 1 .84(p)(4) 
because reference characters'^ 1a" and "1 1 b" have been used to designate both 
printing heads, see p. 25, line 12 and L-shaped ink containers, see p. 28, line 10. 

The drawings are objected to as failing to comply with 37 CFR 1 .84(p)(5) 
because they do not include the following reference sigri(s) mentioned in the 
description: 76, p.47, line 1 1 . It appears that this may have been intended for Fig. 7f, 

> 

but the current drawings show this reference sign as T instead. 

The drawings are objected to as failing to comply with 37 CFR 1 .84(p)(5) 
because they include the following reference sign(s) not mentioned in the description: 

/ 

23a, 23b, 24a, 24b, (Fig. 2), 51a, 51b, (Fig. 5a), 

Also, it would appear that reference sign (a44) in Fig. 4, 4b, and 4c, should be 
(44a) instead. 
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A proposed drawing correction, corrected drawings, or amendment to the 
specification to add the reference sign(s) in the description, are required in reply to the 
Office action to avoid abandonment of the application. The objection to the drawings will 
not be held in abeyance. 

Specification 

3. The disclosure is objected to because of the following informalities: 

The specification is replete with grammatical errors which must be addressed. In 
general, readability would be greatly enhanced by separating the text into shorter, more 
significant paragraphs. Also, rather than in the numeral form used by applicant, 
numbers used in the specification are typically spelled out. For example, on page 4, line 
5, "4" should be "four" instead; and on page 5, line 16, "2 nd " should be "second" instead. 
Capitalization in the middle of sentences, such as of the words "Inkjet" and "Laser" on 
page 3, line 1 1 , or "Both" on page 7, line 14 is not appropriate. Examples of additional 
problems include, on page 3, line 22, where it appears that "giving also" should be "also 
giving" instead and on page 6, line 12, where it appears that the word "in" should be "is" 
instead. These and similar issues should be addressed throughout the specification. 

Appropriate correction is required. 

< 

Claim Rejections -35 USC §112 

4. The following is a quotation of the second,, paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 1 12: 

The specification shall conclude with one or more claims particularly pointing out and distinctly 
claiming the subject matter which the applicant regards as his invention. 
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5. Claims 1-41 are rejected as failing to define the invention in the manner required 
by 35 U.S. C. 1 12, second paragraph. 

The claim(s) are replete with indefinite language. The structure which goes to 
make up the device must be clearly and positively specified. The structure must be 
organized and correlated in such a manner as to present a complete operative device. 
The claim(s) must be in one sentence form only. Note the format of the claims in the 
patent(s) cited. 

In general, the scope of the claims is unclear, as the bulk of the claim language is 
stated in negative terms, rather than positively specified, as required. 

t Where applicant acts as his or her own lexicographer to specifically define a term 
of a claim contrary to its ordinary meaning, the written description must clearly redefine 
the claim term and set forth the uncommon definition so as to put one reasonably skilled 
in the art on notice that the applicant intended to so redefine that claim term. Process 
Control Corp. v. HydReclaim Corp., 190 F.3d 1350, 1357, 52 USPQ2d 1029, 1033 (Fed. 
Cir. 1999). The term "simultaneously" in claims 1 and 12, is apparently used by the 
claim to mean "during the same printing pass", while the accepted meaning is "at 
exactly the same time". The term is indefinite because the specification does not clearly 
redefine the term. Although some embodiments of the invention appear to comply with 
the accepted meaning, others such as in Figure 2, or in claim 4, appear to merely 

T 

represent what is assumed to be the applicant's definition. 
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Furthermore, applicant should be aware that there appears to be a basis for an 

t 

election of species between various embodiments of this invention, although the content 
of the claims is not sufficiently clear to be able to carry out that restriction at this time. 

Conclusion 

6. An examination of this application reveals that applicant is unfamiliar with patent 
prosecution procedure. While an inventor may prosecute the application, lack of skill in 
this field usually acts as a liability in affording the maximum protection for the invention 
disclosed. Applicant is advised to secure the services of a registered patent attorney or 
agent to prosecute the application, since the value of a patent is largely dependent upon 
skilled preparation and prosecution. The Office cannot aid in selecting an attorney or 
agent. 

Applicant is advised of the availability of the publication "Attorneys and Agents 
Registered to Practice Before the U.S. Patent and Trademark Office." This publication 
is for sale by the Superintendent of Documents, U.S. Government Printing Office, 
Washington, D.C. 20402. 

* 

7. The prior art made of record and not relied upon is Considered pertinent to 
applicant's disclosure. U.S. Patent No. 4,692,041 to Dyma et al., U.S. Patent No. 
5,452,959 to Oka, U.S. Patent No. 5,558,449 to Morgavi, U.S. Patent No. 5,688,057 to 
Wright et al., U.S. Patent No. 5,899,615 to Sansone, U.S. Patent No. 6,341,839 to 
Burikov et al. and U.S. Patent No. 6,447,1 13 to Silverbrook et al. each teach a printer 
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for printing on both sides of a page, having obvious similarities to the claimed subject 
matter. 



8. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Jill E. Culler whose telephone number is (571 ) 272- 
2159. The examiner can normally be reached on M-Th 8:30-5:00. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Andrew Hirshfeld can be reached on (571 ) 272-2168. The fax phone 

> 

number for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 703- 
872-9306. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 
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Primary Examiner 
Art Unit 2854 



